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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Pending Claims 1-12 stand rejected by the Examiner under 35 USC 102(a) or (e) 
as being anticipated by Reed (6,814,383). The Examiner argues that, as originally 
claimed, the subject invention was described in the Reed reference. To better frame, 
delineate, and claim the subject invention in structural and functional language, 
Applicant has withdrawn original Claims 1-12 and submitted new Claims 13-27. Support 
for new Claims 13-27 is found throughout the original application. Including the original 
specification, claims, and drawings. 

Respectfully, it is stressed that for a 35 USC 102 (a) or (e) anticipation rejection 
to be proper the claimed subject invention must be identically disclosed within the four- 
corners of the single cited reference. Clearly, as now presented in Claims 13-27, the 
subject invention is not identically disclosed, suggested, taught, hinted at, or even 
remotely implied within the Reed reference. The subject invention comprises a rain-tight 
enclosure having two halves that are hinged to one another. The subject invention may 
be transported in a vehicle. Once the vehicle is parked at a desired location the user 
positions the subject invention for vehicle-extemal access in which the rear portion of 
the subject device is removable affixed to the vehicle (the entire device may be 
removed and mounted to a separate support frame, if desired). The front half of the 
subject enclosure is hinged open and the front half support lowered. The extendable 
work-area member is pivoted out from the rear half of the enclosure and it's support 
lowered. Various kitchen-related items are held within the three main components of 
the subject system. When the subject device is in the rain-tight, closed configuration the 
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internal volumes are not accessible to the user, unlike the device related In the Reed 
reference. 

In view of the above annendments and remarks, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to withdraw the rejections to the Claims and pass this application to issue. If, 
in the opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution 
of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at 
(916)498-1010. 

Respectfully submitted. 



